Dear Jin, 9/28/fcl 

In today's nail, without nnytliing elae and ;dthout any nark3 boding ad od, X sot 
fron Jinny tho Dallas Loo Atlanta journal 3tory I sent you of tor 2 sot it fron w erry* 

I cion 1 1 know wliy ho sent it and I'm :iot ,-;oi ng to try and plumb hos mind* I sup oao 
it i3 part of his nytholofy about no and tho FDX, If so ay enclose. d lot tor to him is 
not one tliat wil comfort his illusions* 

The more I road of Garrow 1 s book the more I find ryoelf quaotioning wliat loo was 
roally ooing. I Ccin dismiss so:ra as attributable to haste, but not all and not roally 
consideriiv ; tho xtant of his notos* 

For example , I find no reference to the extent of the espit uiago and canpoi^i 
afiainst none at all, and no mention of what 1 mode ivailabM to bis# tjmt 40- 

page inventory of field office records* 

w 

irihilo I toll inmy it ia mich understate, it is, in fact, much Dor*.* tlian tfiat* 

For oxen pic , I* vc Just f j~uis2iod f i o exapator in which ho joo 3 iLixo thr? Cjl&'s guy, v/lio 
ho id ntifies an Jay Ricnard Kennedy, I think the hunbrnd of Lovi son's first wife* Ho 
zoea out of Ida way to explain away tho CLi. f s oficrt to uwitoh Kennedy over to the 
FBI -mi at no point even indicate that for thn CIA this itt# m mtir.iy illegal an d 
potentially vjiy daa^croua thing* Tliat ia not inei'e undemtatemunt* ^ t is deliberate 
covering up* 

IIo^ ^oul.i Ito liave x^icoived from tho agencies \diat it ( properly ) W-thheld from no? 
Why oltould they have favored him so? With the nvxi-aa tA idth information I diu not 
dot oven with excisions? 

Another aspect, if you wont to do anything about: it or want me to, i 3 going back 
to the CIA one asking for what ± witlifcold* flown that wo onn prove it withheld and I 
presume also lied to th c ourt, do m ®ant to do anything about that? Evan ask for an 
explanation? 

Would it have any effect on the foo3 we dAd not got returned, as further bad 
faith evidence and unintended support of ray ignerod end accurate aliocntions? 

Hxcopt for added details anti the ident if ica tioru , of imfomiiants, in itself a 
3urprisino thing, there really is nothing now in the book and thus no real problem 
for the spooJco and spookerieo* With his approach, there ia at least a ^ for a quid 
pro quo suspicion* Or the expectation of thio kind of what amounts to favorable treat- 
ment# for him alone* 

Of -:ourn > i . may all bo what is the loalli.iark of modem scholarship* 


